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REMARKS 

Claims 1-2 4-22. *?-*4 and Hvf>0 art cuuemh pending nubc \ppitcation ( laim« 
1, 14 20,22, *3 41,45-40.48-49 *: and o<>-<>4 aic tunentK amended to expedite 
and advance the prosecution oi the instant \pphcation and also to make s»wu' eleneai 
changes, v uhout acquiescence in the tued ba-na foi i ejection ot piejudice to pmsue the 
ongtnal claims in a related application No new nutlet has been added 

I, W ithtirawiti of Objections to the Claims 

Applicants fitst nish to thank the r^anunei foi vuthdtaumg the objection^ to the 

claims. 

H. Retentions of the Claims tmder 35 U.S,C, § 112, Second Paragraph 

Claim 41 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as allegedly 
containing informalities. More specifically, the Office action purports that the claimed 
limitation of "the software simulation model" in II. 1. 5-16 allegedly lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis, 

Applicants fespectlulh Mthmit that claim 41 jb aatcnth amended To tecfte 
generating a soltw ate simulation model ' and thai the cunent amendment to claim 4 i is 
behoved to ha\e ox eitome the resection Applicants thus lespectfuih request w ithdravv al of 
the rejection and reconsideration of claim 41. 
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H. Rejections of the Claims under 35 l'.S.( .§112, First Paragraph 

Claims 1 ^ 41 and 55 stand rejected undei s( > 1 12. fust paia„uaph as 
alk-iicdh tailmg to eomph \\ tth the written desenptton leqimement Moie specuitalh , the 
OiTiee action genet alh puspoito that the specification "does not appear to suppott 
disassembling a bman code uito a simulation model ' \ppheams tespectfullv disagree 

Applicants tespeUiulh submit that claim I icciles geneiatmg a software simulation 
modd In disassembling a hinan code and in annotating the ^oftwate mmtlatton mode' 

and does not ucsk the alleged 1 disassembling a bmat\ code into a simulation model' 
Claims ^ 41 and ?5 aKo tecfte -mimar limitations but never lecite "disassembling a hmar\ 
code into a softwaie Mimtlatton mudd " 

In addition, \pphcants respectful !\ submit that the claimed laimsaye of' iienciatmg a 
aoftuate otmuialton model h\ disassembling a bmaiv code ' iloes not preclude the 
possibility thai the act oi genetatntg the -.oftwate simulation model comprise^ one oi moje 

other actions. 

1 heiefuie \pplteanK tespealulh submit that the speciikaium pun ides dear suppott 
tor the abo\e claimed limitations m question as \pphcams piexioush piesented m ihe 
icquest foi continued examination that was pamou^K filed m \pn! 2<>fW because the 
speeilkation death feaehes that the act of gene'iatmg a simulation model (which constitutes 
the limitation oi 'the soirwaie simulation model' m some embodiments) comprises the act ol 
disassembling a hman code Please see at Last ** j(X)12j and [00 SO !-[(><)* 1 | 
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Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that the rejections of claims I, 33, 41, and 

55 under of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, is believed to be improper. 

Nonetheless, in order to expedite and advance the prosecution of the instant 
Application, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1, 33, 41, and 55 are currently 
amended to delete the limitations of "by disassembling a binary code", without acquiescence 
tn the cited basis for rejection or prejudice to pursue these claims in a related application. 
Applicants tints respectfully submit that the amendment to the claims is believed to have 
rendered the rejection moot, and that all claims are believed to be allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, all claims are believed allowable, and an allowance of the 
claims is respectfully requested. If the Examiner has any questions or comments, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at the number listed below. 

Applicants) hereby expl icitly retracts and resc ind s any and all of the arguments and 
disclaimers presented to distinguish the prior art of record during the prosecution of all parent 
and related appIication(s)/patent(s), and respectfully requests that the Examiner re-visit the 
prior art that such arguments and disclaimers were made to avoid. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees due in connection with the filing 
of this document to Vista IP Law Group's Deposit Account No, 50-1.105 , referencing billing 
number 7012162001. The Commissioner is authorized to credit any overpayment or to 
charge any underpayment to Vista IP Law Group's Deposit Account No. 50-1.105 , 
referencing hilling number 7012162001 . 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date; September PL 2009 By: /Erich C. i /.ou 

Erich C. Tzou 
Registration No, 56,927 

MSI'A IP LAW GROl P LLP 

1885 1 undy Ave Suite IDS 
San lose ( A 05 HI 
1 elephoiic ( 40* ) 321 -8ot>3 \ 205 
Facsimile 1408} iT7-U>f>2 
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